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PER CURI AM

Sandra Kay Cabel |l pled guilty to aiding and abetti ng bank
robbery, 18 U . S.C. 88 2113, 2 (2000), and was sentenced to a term
of thirty-seven nonths inprisonment. She contends on appeal that
the district court clearly erred in denying her an adjustnent

pursuant to U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual § 3B1.2 (2003) for

having a mnor role in the robbery. W affirm

Cabell drove Troy Handley to the Postal Credit Union in
Hunti ngton, West Virginia, on February 12, 2003, and parked in an
all ey behind the bank. When Handl ey energed from the bank with
$7800, Cabell drove hi maway. A bank enpl oyee enlisted the hel p of
a passing driver and they tried to follow Cabell’s car, but she
successfully eluded them and took Handley to her hone. Handl ey
i mredi ately used sonme of the stolen noney to obtain crack and was
snoki ng crack with Cabell when the police arrived. At the guilty
pl ea hearing, Cabell stated that, when she drove Handley to the
bank, she knew he intended to rob the bank. She said she
del i berately parked where her car would not be visible. She said
Handl ey canme out of the bank with noney in “stacks of hundreds” and
that she drove away, knowi ng that she was hel ping himescape from
t he scene of the robbery.

A defendant’s role in the offense is a factual question

reviewed for clear error. United States v. Sayles, 296 F.3d 219,

224 (4th Cr. 2002). It is the defendant’s burden to show that she



isentitledtoamnor role adjustnent. United States v. Akinkoye,

185 F.3d 192, 202 (4th Gr. 1999). The district court should
exam ne the defendant’s conduct relative to that of other
defendants and to the el enents of the offense of conviction. 1d.
The critical inquiry is whether the defendant’s conduct is materi al
or essential to the conm ssion of the offense. 1d.

Cabel | argues that she was |ess cul pable than Handl ey
because she took no part in the planning or execution of the
r obbery. She also contends that the adjustnent was warranted
because she was addicted to cocaine and she had little tinme to
decide to becone involved. However, a defendant who know ngly
assists another by driving himto and fromthe scene of the crine

has nore than a m nor role. United States v. Terry, 86 F.3d 353,

358 (4th Cir. 1996) (defendant who was driver of car fromwhich co-
def endant shot at driver of passing vehicle did not have m nor role
because he followed car so co-defendant could keep shooting).
Cabel | 's assistance facilitated Handl ey’ s robbery of the bank. W
conclude that the district court did not clearly err in denying her
the m nor role adjustnent.

We therefore affirmthe sentence i nposed by the district
court. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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